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Business Done by the Court of Appeals, at Wytheville, Va., June, 
1902.— 

Whole number of cases on docket 33 

Final judgments 25 

Removed 2 

Continued 6 

— 33 



Liability of Landlord to Person Visiting Tenant. — In the case of 
Jordan v. Sullivan, decided May 21, 1902, by the Supreme Judicial Court of 
Massachusetts (63 N. E. 909), it appeared that the owner of a building let a 
hall for the installation of a lodge, agreeing to light and heat the same, and 
that a party, in entering the building to attend the ceremonies, fell and was 
injured owing to the insufficient lighting of the entrance thereto. It was held 
that she could not recover, being at most an invited guest of the lodge, and as 
such having only the rights against the owner which the lodge itself would have 
had, and the lodge having no right to complain that a gas jet should have been 
put in to light the entrance, inasmuch as it had rented the building without 
such yet being in. The court said, in part : 

" We are of the opionion that Roche v. Sawyer, 176 Mass. 71, 57 N. E. 216, is 
decisive of the matter. If the plaintiff was invited to the hall at all, it was as 
a guest of the lodge which was to be installed. It is plain that the members of 
the lodge who hired the premises cannot be heard to say that the entrance was 
not a better one, and that the construction should have been changed by putting 
up a gas jet to light the landing at the foot of the stairs. Woods v. Cotton Co., 
134 Mass. 357, 45 Am. Rep. 344 ; Lindsay v. Leightm, 150 Mass. 285, 22 N. E. 
901, 15 Am. St. Rep. 199. And it was settled in Roche v. Sawyer that one who 
comes on the premises as an invited guest of the tenant comes in under the 
tenant, and has no greater rights than he has. 

" The p ^intiff in Learoyd v. Godfrey, 138 Mass. 315, did not enter on the com- 
mon passageway on the invitation of the tenant alone, but he came there as a 
public officer in the discharge of his duty. As the passageway was one within 
the control of the defendant, and was the way provided by him for access to the 
tenement let by him, to which the plaintiffs duty called him, the defendant was 
under the duty of using due care to make the way safe as against the plaintiff, 
even if it were necessary to change the construction, although he was not under 
such an obligation as against a tenant and those coming under a tenant's rights. 

"The plaintiff is not helped by Oxford v. Leathe, 165 Mass. 254, 43 N. E. 92. 
In that case the landlord was held liable for a defect which was on the premises 
when they were let, on the ground on which a landlord is liable for a nuisance 
which is on the premises when a lease is made, namely, on the ground that he 
has been paid for the very use of the property which has been made of it, and, 
having been paid for that, he is liable if it was defective when put to that use. 
The principle of that case is that the landlord is liable as well as the tenant 

" Whether the plaintiff would have a remedy against the lodge if she was 
invited by them is an open question. Coupe v. Piatt, 172 Mass. 458, 52 N. E. 
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526, 70 Am. St. Eep. 293 ; Plwmmer v. Bill, 156 Mass. 426, 31 N. E. 128, 32 Am. 
St. Bep. 463. But it was held in Roche v. Sawyer, that however it may be with 
a tenant, a landlord is under no greater liability to the guests of a tenant than 
he is to the tenant. And there is nothing to show that the landlord contem- 
plated the use of the hall by guests, within the meaning of that word in cases 
like Oxford v. Leathe." — Washington Law Be/porter. 



Ebbobs and Omissions in Index to Volume VII of the Begisteb. — We 
are indebted to the kindness of Mr. W. H. Craig, of Bichmond, for the sub- 
joined table of errors and omissions in the index to Volume VII of the Begis- 
ter, in connection with the titles, "Code of Virginia" and "Constitution of 
Virginia": 

EBBORS. 

P. 12 of index— title "Choses in Action"— for Code, sec. "674," read "627." 

P. 13, for sec. "1272," read "1292". 

P. 13, in connection with sec. 2284, for p. "625" read "725". 

P. 13, for sec. "2660" read "2260." 

P. 13, in connection with sec. 2496, for p, "836" read p. "846". 

P. 14, for "sec 3022" read "chap. 145". 

P. 14, for sec. "3587" read "3588". 

OMISSIONS — VA. CODE. 



Sec. 



377. 

456. 

567. 

615. 

616. 

622. 

623. 

838. 

839. 
1075. 
1076. 
1083. 
1145. 
1291. 
1292. 
1703. 
2261. 
2287. 
2432. 
2454. 
2467. 
2496. 
2498. 
2523. 
2564. 
2569. 
2616. 
2609. 
2625. 
2661. 
2662. 
2665. 
2743. 



age 572 S< 


3C 2881 paw 464 


' ? 75 


' 2882 ' 


' 466 


" 518 


« 2905 ' 


' 436 


" 818 


' 2915 < 


' 854 


" 818 


' 2962 ' 


' 77 


" 51 


' 3191 ' 


' 76 


" 51 


' 3197 ' 


' 74 


" 518 


' 3208 ' 


' 50 


" 518 


' 3255 < 


' 280 


" 613 


' 3385 ' 


' 75 


" 613 


' 3455 ' 


' 326 


" 412 


' 3275 ' 


' 340 


" 81 


' 3557 ' 


' 818 


" 226 


' 3559 ' 


' 820 


" 226 


' 3561 ' 


' 321 


" 544 


' 3565 ' 


' 820 


" 220 


' 3566 ' 


' 400 


" 628 


' 3567 2 


30-818 


" 544 


' 3568 8 


32-834 


" 166 


' 3570 < 


' 832 


" 834 


' 3573 < 


' 41 


" 846 


' 3574 ' 


' 41 


" 76 


' 3577 ' 


' 41 


" 544 


' 3580 ' 


' 818 


" 544 


« 3587 ,... ' 


' 861 


" 212 


' 3588 ' 


' 861 


" 544 


" 3601 ' 


' 861 


" 544 


' 3602 < 


' 861 


" 544 


' 3641 ' 


' 544 


" 866 


' 3657 ' 


< 272 


" 866 


' 3722 ' 


' 720 


" 620 


' 3890 ' 


' 719 


" 409 


' 4107 ' 


' 518 
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OMISSIONS— CONSTITUTION OF VIRGINIA. 

Article VI, sec. 2 page 324 Article X, sec 1 page 397 

Article VIII, sec 8 <? 509 

OTHER OMISSIONS. 

The following other omissions in the index have been observed : 

PAGE 

Absconding Debtors — Proceedings against 504 

Architects — Approval by, as condition of payment 810 

Bills and Notes. "See Negotiable Instruments."— Filling blanks. . 357, 642 

Contracts. — Infante' contracts of insurance-repudiation 869 

Covenants. — Running with land 67 

Drunkenness. — Intent as affected by 737 

Jury.— Unanimity of 70, 222, 282 

Life Insurance.— FL fa. as a lien on policy 859 

Practice at Law. — Absconding debtors, proceedings against 529 

Sales of Real Estate. — See "Vendor and Vendee." 
Statute of Limitations. — Adverse possession of right of way of rail- 
road company 872 

Voting. — Students as "residents " 582 

Wills.— Executor's duty to defend 650, 733 



The Torrens System of Land Registration. — The American Law Review 
for May-June, 1902, publishes under the caption " Land Title Registration in the 
United States " asummary of the progress of the Torrens System thus far made in 
the several states. It is from the pen of Judge Leonard A. Jones, of Massachusetts, 
so well known as a law writer and law reformer, and is upon the whole encourag- 
ing to the advocates of the system, showing a steady growth of sentiment in its 
favor. 

The merits of the system ^re so concisely set forth in the report of the Com- 
mittee of the Michigan State Bar Association on Legislation and Law Reform, 
which forms part of Judge Jones' article, that we reproduce it in full. 

I. 

" The Torrens system substitutes for the present system of registering deeds a 
system of registering titles. Instead of an ever-lengthening list of deeds to be 
examined by a lawyer, whose opinion as to the validity of the title conveyed is 
often the purchaser's sole guarantee, is substituted a certificate as simple as a 
certificate of stock, showing on its face in whom the title is vested, and also all 
the liens or other interests existing in the premises in question. The correct- 
ness of this certificate is guaranteed by law. 

II. 

" The evils of the present system are manifest, particularly in large cities and 
in older communities. These are : 

"1. Expense. The cost of the abstract, or its continuation, and the opinion of 
the counsel thereon upon every transfer. 

" 2. Delay. This may extend to several months, the time being spent in pro- 
curing abstract and deeds to fill the gaps in the chain of title and in negotiating 
as to claimed defects. 
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"3. Insecurity. Errors may and often do exist in the abstract. They may 
and do also exist in the opinion of the counsel. 

"4. The constantly lengthening chain of deeds to be examined constantly 
increases the expense, delay and insecurity. 

" 5. These defects operate as a perpetual tax upon the holder of real estate, 
depreciate its value, and make it notoriously a ' slow ' asset. 

III. 

"Actual experience has demonstrated that the Torrens System will correct all 
these defects. 

" 1. The expense of the initial registration does not exceed the cost of a single 
transfer under the present system. In all subsequent transfers the expense will 
be much less than now. In ordinary cases the total expense would not exceed 
two dollars. 

' ' 2. Speed. In the generality of cases, the transfer or mortgage, including the 
examination of title, all may be completed within an hour. 

' ' 3. The title is rested or quieted at every transfer ; there is no long chain of 
deeds to be examined ; the chance for error is eliminated ; and the title, as 
transferred, is guaranteed not only by the seller's warranty, but by the law. 

"4. The records are shortened. No deeds are recorded. The original or 
duplicate deed is filed and left with the registrar. 

" 5. This safe, short and inexpensive method of transfer increases the value of 
the land and makes it a ' quick' asset. 

rv. 

" The principles of the Torrens system are : 

" 1. A public examination of title in the United States by a court of competent 
jurisdiction. 

" 2. A registration of the title founded upon such examination. 

"3. Issuance of certificate of title. 

" 4. Re- registration of title upon every subsequent transfer. 

" 5. Notice on the certificate of any matter affecting a registered title. Claims 
not registered have no validity. 

" 6. Indemnity against loss out of an assurance fund." 



The Restraint op Libel by Injumction. — For one hundred and fifty years 
there has existed a tradition having the force of absolute law that equity has no 
jurisdiction to enjoin a libel. The cases declaring such to be the law all refer to 
two decisions, Skggonaon's Case, 2 Atk. 369 (1742), and Gee v. Pritckard, 2 
Swanst, 402 (6818). 

In the former a bill was filed to commit two defendants for having published 
a libel. Lord Hardwicke very properly adopted the ground that he could not 
punish them for libel, as the only relief was at law. It is to be noticed that the 
bill asked chancery to punish a past tort, not to restrain a future one. And the 
decision would have been the same had the offence been assault or trespass. 
The case of Gee v. Pritchard, supra, contains a dictum by Lord Eldon that equity 
will not restrain the publication of a libel, since such publication would be 
criminal, and equity cannot enjoin the commission of a crime. Furthermore in 
both cases the plaintiff succeeded on other grounds. It is also a significant fact 
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that Huggonson's Case was decided sixty years before the courts of chancery 
under Lord Eldon's guidance gradually made use of their power to enjoin 
threatened trespasses. 

Except for a dictum of Lord Ellenborough in Du Boat v. Beresford, 2 Camp. 
511, the question seems to have lain dormant in England from this time until 
1869, when Vice-Chancellor Malins granted a series of injunctions against libels. 
He based his decisions on the grounds that a man's right to carry on business is 
a property right, that the threatened publications would do irreparable mischief, 
and that the assessing of damages at common law would be inadequate and 
unsatisfactory relief. His authority was directly overruled, however, in 1875, 
by Lord Cairns in Prudential Assurance Co. v. Knotts, L. B. 10 Ch. App. 142. 
Since this time the English cases have been based on the Procedure and Judica- 
ture Acts of 1854 and 1873. 

In the United States the law is in a confusing condition. Equity will not 
restrain a " mere " libel without some additional circumstances. Boston Diatile 
Co. v. Florence etc. Co., 114 Mass. 69; Lewin v. Welsbach Light Co., 81 Fed. Rep. 
904. But it is hard to state with definiteness what circumstances are sufficient 
to alter the decision. Where injunctions have been granted restraining boycot- 
ting and similar conduct by labor unions the argument appears to have been that 
irreparable damage would be done by libellous and intimidating acts. See 
Vegelahn v. Ghmtner, 167 Mass. 92 ; Beck v. Teamsters' etc. Union, 118 Mich. 
497. In patent cases the granting of injunctions has depended either on the 
mala fides of the defendant, or on the fact that threats were contained in the 
publications. Davison v. National Harrow Co., 103 Fed. Rep. 360 ; Shoemaker v. 
South etc. Co., 135 Ind. 471. Of course in all cases the plaintiff must show the 
probability of irreparable damage to his property or business. In New York, in 
spite of one decision to the contrary in an inferior court, the law seems to have 
been settled that equity has no jurisdiction in libel cases. Brandreth v. Lance, 
8 Paige (N. Y.), 24 ; but see Croft v. Richardson, 59 How. Pr. (N. Y.), 356. 
The injunction granted by the appellate division of the Supreme Court in a 
recent case is therefore the more remarkable. Marlin etc. Co. v. Shields, 68 
N. Y. App. Div. 88. The defendant, a magazine editor, in order to force the 
plaintiff to advertise in his paper, wrote and published fictitious letters deroga- 
tory of the plaintiff's goods. The court in overruling a demurrer to the bill 
says, " It is therefore clear that . . . equity may . . . restrain the publication 
by injunction even though such publication embodies a libel upon the person ; 
and all that seems necessary ... is that the intended publication will work 
the destruction of property or inflict irreparable injury thereto." This is sound 
common sense. In theory there seems to be no reason why libels like other 
torts should not be restrained, provided other facts necessary to give equity 
jurisdiction are present. The great objection is that the powers of free speech 
are curtailed ; but it is submitted the advantages of equitable jurisdiction in 
these cases far outweigh this disadvantage. — Harvard Law Review. 



Bankruptcy — Involuntary Proceeding — Eight to File Voluntary 
Petition — Protecting Eights of Petitioning Creditors. — In a proceeding 
entitled " In Re Stegar" decided by the United States District Court, Northern 
District of Alabama, in January, 1902 (7 Am. B. E. 665), it was held that 
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where a bankrupt against whom an involuntary petition is pending upon which 
there has been neither hearing nor adjudication files his own petition, adjudica- 
tion will be directed upon the voluntary proceeding, staying the involuntary 
proceeding and reserving to petitioning creditors the right to prove their costs 
and expenses, with leave to bring forward their petition if subsequently it be 
found necessary to protect rights which could not be saved by adjudication under 
the voluntary petition, and proof of claims or acceptance of dividends under 
the voluntary adjudication will not be deemed a bar or waiver of their rights to 
prove their claims under an involuntary adjudication, if such should be made. 
The court said in part : 

' 'Creditors, by commencing the involuntary proceeding, incur liability for costs 
and attorneys' fees, and, if the petition be wrongfully filed, for damages. They 
also get in position to avoid preferences and transfers which might not be 
assailable on the adjudication under the later voluntary petition. The court 
cannot deprive petitioning creditors of these rights, or enlarge their liabilities, 
by dismissing the prior involuntary proceeding in order to administer the estate 
under the voluntary petition. How, then, are the rights of petitioning creditors 
to be saved, if they are not allowed to proceed, and the administration of the 
insolvent estate is had under the insolvent's voluntary petition, subsequently 
filed? 

" A debtor who, without appearing in an involuntary proceeding, subsequently 
files a voluntary petition, upon which he is adjudged a bankrupt, cannot com- 
plain of the filing of the involuntary petition. The court would never dismiss 
the creditor's petition under such circumstances ; and unless the petition were 
dismissed, or petitioners withdrew it, there could not, under the plain terms of 
the bankrupt act, be any liability to the defendant. This liability out of the 
way, it would remain to save the creditors harmless as to costs and attorney's 
fees. This is easily effected by directing an adjudication on the voluntary pro- 
ceeding, staying the involuntary proceeding in the meanwhile, reserving to 
petitioning creditors the right to prove their costs and expenditures under the 
adjudication on the voluntary petition, with leave to bring forward the involun- 
tary petition if subsequently it be found necessary to protect rights which could 
not be saved by adjudication under the voluntary petition. Such a decree, with 
further leave to creditors to prove their claims under the adjudication on the 
earlier involuntary proceeding, if it became necessary to bring it forward, not- 
withstanding such claims may have been proved or dividends have been accepted 
in the proceedings on the voluntary petition, would amply secure every possible 
right of the petitioning creditors. 

' ' Of the power of the court of bankruptcy to make such decrees there can be no 
doubt. Its power to mold its decrees upon the two petitions is as broad and 
flexible as that of a court of equity, if the petitions were pending there. There 
might, of course, be cases where a debtor, after going so far as to begin the trial 
of the issue on an involuntary petition, would probably be held to waive his 
right subsequently to file, or to proceed upon, his voluntary petition, until the 
involuntary proceeding has been tried and determined. Ordinarily, however, 
it is true that the debtor has the right to avail himself of the benefits of the 
bankrupt law on his own petition, and that this right cannot be forfeited or 
rendered ineffectual merely because the creditors' petition is first filed and pend- 
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ing undetermined when the debtor files his petition. A debtor has the 
undoubted legal right to contest the involuntary proceeding, which must neces- 
sarily be based upon some violation of the act, of which the debtor may not be 
guilty, and is, therefore, unwilling to be adjudged guilty, although desirous to 
have his estate distributed among creditors on his own petition. The debtor is 
not bound to postpone this right because of the involuntary proceeding, and 
may, unless he has waived the right, push his own proceeding, and at the same 
time contest the creditors' proceeding. A voluntary and involuntary petition 
are filed in different rights, and based on different grounds, though the effect of 
the adjudication may be the same in each proceeding. The two petitions not 
being filed in the same right, nor based on the same cause, and an adverse judg- 
ment to the petitioning creditors being no bar to an adjudication on the volun- 
tary proceeding, the mere pendency of a prior involuntary petition, upon which 
there has been neither hearing nor adjudication, is not ground for abatement of 
the subsequent voluntary petition. The decisions, discussing the proper prac- 
tice in cases like this, are not full, and are in conflict. The weight of authority 
supports the practice I have outlined, which, on business considerations, com- 
mends itself to courts of bankruptcy in the administration of estates." — The N. 
Y. Law Journal. 



Questions Propounded to Applicants fob Licence to Practice Law at 
Bar Examination Held at Wytheville, on Tuesday, June 24, 1392. 

1. How may license to practice law in the courts of this State be obtained ? 
State fully the several steps required. 

2. What is law ? What is municipal law and what constitutes the municipal 
law to which the people of this commonwealth are subject ? 

3. What are the essential elements of a contract ? 

4. What is our statute of parol agreements, and why are certain contracts 
required to be evidenced by a writing? 

5. Can an agent with parol authority, bind his principal by a contract which 
is required to be in writing, and if so, in what manner ? 

6. When can a party to a contract bring an action to recover damages for its 
breach before the day of performance ? 

7. What is meant by title to real property, and how may it be acquired ? 

8. What is an estate in joint tenancy ; tenancy in common ; and in coparce- 
nancy ; and in what respects are they alike, and in what do they differ ? 

9. Give the definition of rent ; of emblements and of annuity. 

10. What are the remedies for the recovery of real property ? State in what 
courts, and how, such remedy may be instituted and what pleas may be filed. 

11. In order that title to real estate may be acquired by possession, what 
must be the character of the possession ? 

12. What is a right of way, and how may it originate ? 

13. How is title to personal property acquired ? What are the remedies for 
its unlawful detention, and the distinction between them ? 

14. What is usually the measure of damages for a breach of contract for the 
delivery of goods at a future time ; and under what circumstances does a differ- 
ent rule apply? 
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15. What effect does the acceptance of goods by the purchaser after the time 
when they ought to have been delivered have on his right to damages resulting 
from the seller's failure to deliver within the time specified by the contract of 
sale? 

16. What is a corporation? When and how may court charters therefor be 
obtained ? State fully the manner of obtaining such charters, and name the 
courts which have the power to grant them ? 

17. How may a corporation forfeit its charter, and who may proceed against 
it for violating the provisions of its charter? 

18. What is negligence, and what are the non-assignable duties which a mas- 
ter owes his servant ? 

19. What is contributory negligence? If relied on as a defence, is a special 
plea necessary, and upon whom is the burden of proof ? 

20. Name the courts of this State, and give generally the jurisdiction of each ; 
also the Federal courts which have jurisdiction in the State, and the subjects 
over which they have jurisdiction. 

21. What is meant by pleading, and what is the object? 

22. What is the difference between a demurrer to a pleading and a demurrer 
to evidence? 

23. What is a bill of exceptions ? For what purpose is it filed, and within 
what time must it be perfected ? 

24. When is a special plea permissible, although the matters set up by it may 
be proved under the general issue ? 

25. What is equity ? Give the origin of English courts of chancery, and state 
generally of what subjects courts of equity have jurisdiction in this State ? 

26. When may a bill be taken for confessed, and a decree rendered against 
defendant without proof? 

27. If it becomes necessary for the complainant in a chancery proceeding to 
reply to new matter set up in the answer of the defendant, how is it done ? 

28. When can a bill in equity be filed to remove a cloud upon title to real es- 
tate ? And when has a court of equity jurisdiction to restrain a trespass ? 

29. What is an award, and for what causes may it be impeached ? 

30. What evidence is direct and what indirect ; and why, as a rule, is hear- 
say evidence not admissible ? 

31. In 1890 D purchased a tract of land from S, and received a conveyance 
therefor, which wes r.ever recorded. In Mtiy, 1;J61, S arecutad a deed to his 
wife for the same property, which was admitted to record in October, 1891, and 
in November she executed a deed of trust on the property in which her hus- 
band united to secure a debt which she owed F. In July, 1891, judgments were 
rendered against S, but not docketed until after the deed to IPs wife and her 
deed of trust had been recorded. Under our registry laws, which has the prior 
lien, if either, upon the land, the judgment creditor, or the deed of trust creditor 
who had no notice of S's unrecorded deed to D? Give reasons for your answer. 

32. A conveys a tract of land to B and his wife C, in 1845. In 1854 B con- 
veys a right of way through the land to a railroad company, which constructs 
its road thereon and holds possession thereof from date. In 1890 B dies and 
his wife brings an action of ejectment to recover the land in possession of the 
railroad company. Can she recover ; if so, how much, and why ? 
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33. What is a writ of habeas corpus, and from whom may it be obtained ? 
State fully the usual steps in such a proceeding. 

34. What are the essential elements of a negotiable instrument ; and when 
may a failure of consideration be set up as a defence to such an instrument ? 

35. What is a common law marriage, and is such a marriage valid in this 
State? 

36. What is donatio mortis causa, and what circumstances are necessary to its 
validity? 

37. Give six of the rules for the construction of written instruments. 

38. What are the rights of a land-owner whose lands have been returned 
delinquent for the non-payment of taxes, sold, and purchased by the State? 

39. What is the meaning of the term res judicata ; of stare decisis? 

40. What is a crime ? Into what classes are they divided, and what is a con- 
clusive test as to which class any crime belongs ? 

41. What is the difference between an indictment and an information? 

42. When and how may a party convicted of crime in a court of record have 
its proceedings reversed by an appellate court? 

43. In what class of criminal cases may the commonwealth apply for a writ of 
error? 

SUCCESSFUL APPLICANTS AT THE FOBK30ING EXAMINATION. 

Ames, Warner (Univ. Va. ), Onancock. 

Bell, L, C. (B. L. Univ. Va.), Wilburn. 

Blackburn, J. F. (B. L. Univ. Va.), Grottoes. 

Buford, A. S. Jr. (B. L. Univ. Va.), Bichmond. 

Burks, E. C. (Univ. Va.), Bedford City. 

Cabell, B. E. (B. L. Bichmond College), Bichmond. 

Cannon, A. M. (Bichmond College), Bichmond. 

Carter, E. T. Gate City. 

Collier, C. L. (Kich. Coll. &Univ. Va.), Hampton. 
Cooke, B. D. (B. L. Univ. Va.), Norfolk. 
Cox, L. B. (B. L. Bichmond Coll. ), Bichmond. 
Crockett, R. O. (B. L., Wash. & Lee), Tazewell. 
Davis, Carl H. (B. L. Univ. Va.), Petersburg. 
Eckles, J. D. (B. L. Wash. & Lee), Bichmond. 
Foster, C. D. (B. L. Univ. Va. ), Fredericksburg. 
Garnett, C. B. (B. L. Bich. Coll.), Mathews. 
Gathright, E. M. (B. L. Rich. Coll. ), Richmond. 
Glass, J. W. (B. L. Wash. & Lee), Winchester. 
Gold, H. B. (Univ. Va.), University of Va. 
Gregory, G. C. (B. L. Univ. Va. ), Warrenton, N. C. 
Hamner, S. G. (B. L. Univ. Va.), Lynchburg. 
Hoover, B. M. (B. L. Univ. Va.), New Market. 
Hubard, R. T. Jr. (Univ. Va.), Boiling. 
Hudson, C. H. (Rich. Coll.), Newport News. 
Hughes, Ro. M. Jr. (B. L. Univ. Va.), Norfolk. 
Johnson, J. R., Jr. (B. L. Univ; Va.), Christiansburg. 
Jones, T. Catesby (B. L. Univ. Va.), Petersburg. 
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Kilby, Bradford (B. L. Univ. Ua. ), Suffolk. 
Lavinder, H. G. (B. L. Univ. Va.), Martinsville. 
Lee, W. L. (B. L. Univ. Va.), Crawford. 
Lemon, De Witt (Wash. & Lee), Troutville. 
Litz, M. O. (B. L. Univ. Va.), Charlottesville. 
Macgill, C. P. (Univ Va. ), Pulaski. 
Mahoney, W. J. (Wash. & Lee), Lexington. 
Minor, Berkeley, Jr. (B. L. Univ. Va.), Staunton. 
Munford, K. B. Jr. (B. L. Univ. Va.), Richmond. 
Newman, W. L. (B. L. Wash & Lee), Woodstock. 
Payne, A. P. (Univ. Va.), Charlottesville. 
Peck, G. H. (Wash. & Lee), Pearisburg. 
PilBon, J. W. H. (B. L. Univ. Va.), Staunton. 
Pollard, E. N. (B. L. Rich. Coll.), Richmond. 

Roberson, J. P. Point Truth. 

Roberts, Floyd H. (B. L. Univ. Va. ), Abingdon. 
Roberts, John (Univ. Va.), Broadford. 
Robertson, W. H. (B. L. Univ. Va.), Plasterco. 

Ryan, E. L. Richmond. 

Sale, J. G. (Wash. & Lee), Lynchburg. 
Savage, T. D. (B. L. Univ. Va.), Franklin. 
Shackelford, O. L. (B. L Univ. Va.), Warsaw. 
Sinclair, C. A. (B. L. Rich. Coll.), Manassas. 
Snead, T. B. (B. L. Univ. Va.), Etna Mills. 
Southall, H. R. (Univ. Va.), Elkton. 
Stiles, J. C. (Univ. Va. ), Richmond. 
Townsend, J. M. (Univ., Va.), Petersburg. 
Tucker, J. W. S. (Univ. Va.), Lowesville. 
Tunstall, R. B. (B. L. Univ. Va.), Norfolk. 
Wall, J. P. (B. L. Wash. & Lee), Lexington. 
Weaver, C. I. (B. L. Wash. & Lee), Lexington. 
Williams, R. E. (B. L. Rich. Coll. ), Pearisburg. 
Williams, E. H. (B. L. Rich. Coll.), Holland. 
Withers, D. P. (B. L. Univ. Va.), Danville. 

Resume: 

Whole number of applicants 71 

Passed 61 

Failed 10 

Of the successful applicants, there were graduates of law schools, 40 

Undergraduates 18 

Unascertained 3 

61 
Among the successful applicants, the Law Schools of Virginia, were repre- 
sented as follows : 
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University of Virginia : 

Graduates 26 

Undergraduates 11 

Total 37 

Washington & Lee : 

Graduates 6 

Undergraduates 4 

Total 10 

Richmond College : 

Graduates 8 

Undergraduates 3 

Total 11 



